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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set fortli in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/7/2009 has 
been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 22 and 23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 22 and 23 recites, "a computer-readable medium encoding an executable 

program of instructions being configured to control a process to perform: " all the 

steps in claims 22 and 23. The examiner was unable to find these teachings a 
computer readable medium that encodes instructions to perform all the steps claimed in 
claim 22 and 23 in the original specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13-14, 17-18 and 20-30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The independent claims recite, 

"deleting the ad-hoc group when said new ad-hoc group call ends " 

The examiner is not clear what is being deleted. Is it the call group history being 

deleted or the physical connections ceases to exist. Since the same language is 

repeated in the specification, the examiner was unable to determine what's being 

claimed. For examination purpose, the examiner will interpret "deleting the ad-hoc 

group when said ad-hoc group call ends" is the same as "when the ad-hoc group call 

end, link and bearer of the call is released." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 14, 17-18 and 20-30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mathis (US Patent Number 2003/01 19540) in view of Griffin (US 
Pub. 2003/0155447) further in view of Lopponen (US Pub. 2002/0150091). 



2. Regarding claim 14, Mathis teaches a method comprising: 

• storing a list of subscribers in a phonebook application in a subscriber device ([001 3, 
0009, 0004]), 

• storing presence information of the subscribers in the phonebook application ([0013, 
0009, 0004]), said presence information including information on the availability of the 
subscribers for a group call ([0010-0013]); 

• Opening the phonebook application in response to a predetermined input from the user 
interface ([0018], "client device is operated by the user to consult contact list" would 
require a predetermined input for the display to display a contact list, step 410 in Fig. 4) 

• Displaying the list of subscribers on the user interface ([001 8], user consult contact list, 
step 420 in Fig. 4). 

• receiving user's selection of two or more individual subscribers as for a group call from 
the list via the user interface (dynamically selecting group TGI means users A and B are 
selected which broadly reads on the limitation of "selection of two or more subscribers". 
Fig. 2; [0016, 0018); and 

• in response to the user selecting a predetermined operation in the group 
communications menu or the user pressing a predetermined button, providing 
appropriate control plane function_signaling with a group communication service in a 
network infrastructure for establishing a ... group call with said selected subscribers and 
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the user of the subscriber device (Step 430 & S450 where user presses PTT button, 
then the control function sets up the group call service including assigning resources 
which reads on control plane function, [0013, 0018-0019). 

However, Mathis does not specifically teach, "an ad-hoc group call and sending a 
speech item or a speech item request each time a talk activity is detected or Indicated in 
the subscriber device during said ad hoc group call, wherein said speech item or said 
speech item request is sent". 

In an analogous art. Griffin teaches 

• selection of two or more individual subscribers as an ad-hoc group for a new ad-hoc 
group call from the list via the user interface (Fig. 9 and 10 shows multiple 
subscribers can be dynamically selected which is indicated by the darkened square 
icons 906, [0039-0040], "If there is at least one buddy selected, ....a new thread to 
the selected buddies."; [0041] "To partially select a group, a user can start by 
selecting a group then deselecting one or more member.... alternatively a user can 
start with an unselected group and select one or more members"); 

• Griffin further teaches, "sending a speech item or a speech item request each time 
a talk activity is detected or indicated in the subscriber device during said ad hoc 
group call, wherein said speech item or said speech item request is sent (Fig. 10, 
[0049-0050, 0062, 0066] and Fig 14). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include Griffin's teaching of the ad-hoc group call to allow the user 
the flexibility to dynamically select who to talk to and not be restricted to a predefined 
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group and Griffin's teaching of sending a speech item request each time a talk activity is 
detected with Mathis' teaching in order to facilitate the push-to-talk process. 

However, the above references do not explicitly teach sending speech item 
based on settings defined in user plane functions. 

In an analogous art, Lopponen teaches a push-to-talk method that sends 
speech item/packet based on settings defined in the user-plane functions ([0066, 0107- 
0108, 170, 180,199]). Lopponen further teaches a control plane functions which 
handles the establishing of the sessions and attaching to a group, wherein a user 
presses PTT and the appropriate control function is triggered establishing the group call 
([99, 100, 110,120, 122]) and "deleting the ad-hoc group when said new ad-hoc group 
call ends " (Fig. 5, last two steps, link and bearer is released [0122]). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine said references' teaching of PTT with Loppen's teaching of sending speech 
traffic over the user-plane and sending call-setting signals using the control plane 
functions so that logical connections can be preset and thus connection set-up time can 
be shortened (Lopponen, [0012]). 

Regarding claim 17 and 18, Mathis teaches an apparatus comprising: 
• A storage device configured to store a list of subscribers in a phonebook application In a 
subscriber device and presence information of the subscribers in the phonebook 
application ([0013, 0009, 0004]), said presence Information Including information on the 
availability of the subscribers for a group call ([0010-0013]); 
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• A user interface configured to display the list of subscribers of tlie pinonebook 
application ([0018], user consult contact list, step 420 in Fig. 4). 

• A controller configured. In response to the user's selection of two or more subscribers 
from the list via the user interface (selecting group TGI is means users A and B are 
selected which broadly reads on the limitation of "selection of two or more subscribers", 
Fig. 2; [0016, 0018]), to display a group communications menu on the user Interface; 
and 

• Said controller being configured, in response to the user pressing a predetermined 
button, to exchange appropriate control plane function signaling with a group 
communication service In a network Infrastructure for establishing a ... group call of the 
selected subscribers and the user of the apparatus (Step 430 & S450 where user 
presses PTT button, then the control function sets up the group call service including 
assigning resources which reads on control plane function, [0013, 0018-0019). 
However, Mathis does not specifically teach, "an ad-hoc group call and sending a 

speech item or a speech item request each time a talk activity is detected or indicated in 
the subscriber device during said ad hoc group call, wherein said speech item or said 
speech item request is sent". 

In an analogous art. Griffin teaches 

• selection of two or more individual subscribers as an ad-hoc group for a new ad-hoc 
group call from the list via the user interface (Fig. 9 and 10 shows multiple 
subscribers can be dvnamicallv selected which is indicated by the darkened square 
icons 906, [0039-0040], "If there is at least one buddy selected, ....a new thread to 
the selected buddies."; [0041] "To partially select a group, a user can start by 
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selecting a group then deselecting one or more member.... alternatively a user can 
start with an unselected group and select one or more members"); 
• Furthermore, Griffin teaches, "sending a speech item or a speech item request each 
time a talk activity is detected or indicated in the subscriber device during said ad 
hoc group call, wherein said speech item or said speech item request is sent based 
on real-time transport protocol" (Fig. 10, [0049-0050, 0062, 0066] and Fig 14). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include Griffin's teaching of the ad-hoc group call to allow the user the 
flexibility to dynamically select who to talk to and not be restricted to a predefined group and 
Griffin's teaching of sending a speech item request each time a talk activity is detected 
with Mathis' teaching in order to facilitate the push-to-talk process. 

However, the above references do not explicitly teach sending speech item based 
on settings defined in user plane functions. 

In an analogous art, Lopponen teaches a push-to-talk method that sends 
speech/voice item based on settings defined in the user-plane functions ([0066, 0107- 
0108, 170, 180,199]). Lopponen further teaches a control plane functions which 
handles the establishing of the sessions and attaching to a group, wherein a user 
presses PTT and the appropriate control function is triggered establishing the group call 
([99, 100, 110,120, 1221) and "deleting the ad-hoc group when said new ad-hoc group 
call ends " (Fig. 5, last two steps, link and bearer is released [0122]). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine said references' teaching of PTT with Loppen's teaching of sending speech 
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traffic over the user-plane and sending call-setting signals using the control plane 
functions so that logical connections can be preset and thus connection set-up time can 
be shortened (Lopponen, [0012]). 

Regarding claims 20-23, they are claim directing towards computer readable 
medium and apparatus claims that correspond to claim 13. Therefore, they are rejected 
for the same reasons as claims 13. 

Regarding claim 24, Mathis, Griffin and Lopponen teach an apparatus as claimed 
in claim 17, wherein said controller comprises at least one programmable unit (Griffin 
[31]). 

Regarding claim 25 and 28, Mathis, Griffin and Lopponen teach an apparatus as 
claimed in claim 1 7/21 , wherein said controller comprises at least one of a signal 
processor and a central processing unit (Griffin [31]). 

Regarding claims 26 and 27, they are apparatus claims that correspond to claim 
25. Therefore they are rejected for the same reasons as claim 25. 

Regarding claim 29, Mathis, Griffin and Lopponen teach an apparatus as claimed 
in claim 21, wherein said apparatus comprises a subscriber terminal having a speech 
communication capability (Griffin [31]). 

Regarding claim 30, Mathis, Griffin and Lopponen teach an apparatus as claimed 
in claim 21 , wherein said apparatus comprises a computer device having a capability for 
speech communication over Internet (Griffin, [30] and abstract). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 13-14, 17-18 and 20-30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The 101 rejection is maintained because the "register" does not contains 
instructions to perform all the steps being claimed in the claims 22-23. 

Regarding argument about applicant's being entitled to be his lexicographer and 
that the examiner ignores applicant's definition in the specification. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. There is no absolute definition in the spec that state "An ad-hoc 

group call is " . The examiner only finds "An ad-hoc group call should be dynamic ..." 

which the examiner interpret the claim according to the "should" standard. The cited 
prior art clearly teaches the selection of the groups of people dynamically. If applicant 
feels that this definition of ad-hoc group is not sufficient, then applicant is invited further 
amend the claim to include such feature. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to DUNG LAM whose telephone number Is (571) 272- 
6497. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 9 - 5:30 pm, Every Other Friday 
Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Harper can be reached on (571) 272-7605. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

A/INCENT P. HARPER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



